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DETAILED ACTION 

Miscellaneous 

1 . Please note that the examiner of record for this application has changed. 

2. This action is in response to the amendment filed on 5/1 5/2008. 

3. Claims 1-7 and 23-25 are pending in the application. Claims 1, 3, 6, and 25 have 
been amended. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 5/15/2008 with respect to claims 1-7 and 23-25 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1 , 3-7, and 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being 
anticipated by Dimitrova et al. (US 2002/0147782 hereinafter Dimitrova). 
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Regarding claim 1, Dimitrova discloses "a method in a data processing system 
for processing multimedia program data, the method comprising:" ([0026]-[0027], Fig. 1) 

"identifying text in subtitles in the multimedia program data to generate a set of 
text;" ([0017], [0038], [0040], Fig. 3 item 240 , a transcript is generated using data based 
on analysis of received closed captioning information) 

"analyzing the set of text to obtain a rating;" ([0018]-[0019], [0050], Fig. 3 item 
250 , obtaining a ranking based on transcript) 

"identifying a video portion of the multimedia program data that should be altered 
based on the rating obtained from the set of text to form an identified portion; and" 
([0051], Fig. 3 item 280 , identifying corresponding segments with obtained ranking) 

"altering the identified portion" ([0019], [0052]-[0053], [0055], Fig. 3 item 290 . 
removing/substituting identified segments based on obtained ranking). 

Regarding claim 3, Dimitrova discloses "the method of claim 1, wherein the 
video portion of the multimedia program data includes a video component and an audio 
component and wherein the identified portion is altered by blanking at least one of the 
video portion and the audio portion" ([0055]). 

Regarding claim 4, Dimitrova discloses "the method of claim 1, wherein the 
analyzing step includes: performing baysean filtering on the set of text" ([0046] 
Bayesian networks for use in filter determination). 
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Regarding claim 5, Dimitrova discloses "the method of claim 1 further 
comprising: 

decoding the multimedia program data prior to initiating identifying text; and" 
([0038], Fig. 3 item 240 ) 

"re-encoding the multimedia program data after altering the identified portion" 
([0026]). 

Regarding claim 6, Dimitrova discloses "the method of claim 1, wherein the 
video portion of the multimedia program data is one of a frame or a group of frames" 
([0037]-[0038], [0054]). 

Regarding claim 7, Dimitrova discloses "the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
multimedia program is a movie" ([0026], [0056]). 

Regarding claim 23, Dimitrova discloses "the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
rating comprises at least one of G, PG, PG- 13, and R" ([0053], [0056], where Dimitrova 
states multiple ratings level where when a segment is determined to pass a threshold 
for the set rating level the segment is filtered in some way, and the corresponding rating 
is based on an appropriateness of content for audience viewers where viewers may be 
for instance children, teenager, or adults thus the rating used by Dimitrova essentially 
performs as that of the G, PG, PG-13, and R rating but in a more robust fashion). 
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Regarding claim 24, Dimitrova discloses "the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
rating is determined based on information that is configured by a user, wherein the user 
is a person who is consuming the multimedia program" ([0028]-[0030], [0053]). 

Regarding claim 25, Dimitrova discloses "the method of claim 1, wherein the 
step of identifying the video portion of the multimedia program data that should be 
altered based on the rating to form the identified portion comprises of comparing the 
rating to a user selected preference" ([0028]-[0030], [0053]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dimitrova 
et al. (US 2002/0147782 hereinafter Dimitrova) as applied to claim 1 above and in view 
of Gonzales et al. (US 2003/0216922 hereinafter Gonzales). 

Regarding claim 2, Dimitrova discloses the method of claim 1 as described 
above, but while Dimitrova teaches extracting raw textual information from closed 
caption information for creating a transcript to obtain rankings to determine filtering of 
identified content portions, Dimitrova does not explicitly state the use of optical 
character recognition, hereinafter OCR, for using with the closed caption information for 
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creating a transcript. However, Gonzales teaches the use of OCR multimedia data 
provided with textual information such as subtitles, closed captioning, or teletext, for the 
purpose of obtaining a transcript to perform various forms of analysis of multimedia data 
via obtained transcript ([0026]-[0027], [0032], Fig. 1). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Dimitrova for performing 
filtering of identified multimedia content portions based on analysis of closed captioning 
textual information provided with the multimedia content with the teachings of Gonzales 
for performing set actions on identified multimedia content portions based on analysis of 
textual information provided with the multimedia content through OCR. One would have 
been motivated to do so, for of obtaining textual information provided with multimedia 
via a widely known method OCR to perform analysis and actions on the corresponding 
multimedia portion. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Contacts 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARK P. STANLEY whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3757. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM - 5:00PM Mon-Fri 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Beliveau can be reached on (571) 272-7343. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Mark P Stanley/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2623 

/Scott Beliveau/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



